








Analysis

2.1.1: Benchmark not met. Students scored 5% lower than the benchmark. Historically, the assessment committee has discussed ways
to improve the average score for this SLO. The assessment committee previously discussed reducing the benchmark however, the
committee rejected the idea to review this assessment tool further.

2.1.2: Benchmark met. DMI 68 students present a case study called a "site visit presentation.” In this presentation, they go over every
aspect of radiography, including analyzing radiographic images. This presentation helps solidify student knowledge of the area.

2.2.1: Benchmak met. This lab demonstrates the importance of spatial reasoning and how to manipulate technical factors to visualize
an image. Students must take images of different objects with varying densities to discuss how technical factors change the image
quality.

2.2.2: Benchmark met. DMI 68 students are encouraged, and in many cases required, to use manual techniques. Even if AEC is
available, students use manual techniques. These techniques are also discussed during site visits and students are randomly asked
how they would manipulate technical factors for a given situation.

Action Plan
2.1.1: The assessment committee will continue to monitor the data. The faculty












Analysis
4.1.1: Benchmark met. The students achieved program-level student learning outcomes by practicing exam introductions.

4.1.2: Benchmark met. The students achieved program-level student learning outcomes by communicating clearly with patients,
physicians, coworkers, peers, and other departments and is readily understood.

4.2.1: Benchmark not met. Students scored 5% lower than benchmark.

4.2.2: Benchmark not met. Students scored 12% lower than benchmark. This



